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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on March 31, 2009 has been entered. 

2. Claims 1, 3-9, and 1 1-16 are pending. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 1-8, 9, 1 1-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

6. Claims 1 and 15 recite "a license processing unit configured to. ..combine the first license 
information and the second license information based on the determination of whether the 
second license information is the add attribute or overwrite attribute", which is unclear. If it is 
determined that the second license information is an overwrite attribute, why will the first and 
second license information be combined instead of overwritten? 
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7. As per claim 9, it is unclear where the first license information and the licensed 
information obtained by the combining step are stored. 

8. Claim 9 recites "combining a part or all of said second license information with the first 
license information on the basis of a result of the determining", which is unclear. If it is 
determined that the second license information is an overwrite attribute, why will the first and 
second license information be combined instead of overwritten? 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

9. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

10. Claims 1, 4, 6-9, and 1 1-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
U.S. Publication No. 2003/0005135 to Inoue et al. ("Inoue"). 

Referring to claim 1 , Inoue discloses a storage unit configured to store first license 
information corresponding to the content information, the first license information including a 
first usage condition (abstract - a right management server that has a content usage right 
database that stores rights information indicating a usage rule of a content for each terminal ID or 
user ID & Fig. 5, 6 and paragraph [01 13] - usage period (first license information)), a receiving 
unit configured to receive second license information corresponding to the content information 
from a license server, the second license information including a second usage condition (usage 
time/desired usage number) and usage right type information ( see paragraphs [0116] -the child 
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terminal inputs her desired usage number or usage time & [01 18] - the license ticket generation 
unit sends a license ticket, which includes the usage number or usage time to the child terminal), 
a license processing unit configured to determine whether the second license information is of an 
add attribute or an overwrite attribute based on the usage right type information included in the 
second license information (see paragraph [01 17] - the license ticket request which includes the 
second license information is received and the rights content database is searched based on the 
information received in the request) and to combine the first license information and the second 
license information based on the determination of whether the second license information is of 
the add attribute or the overwrite attribute, wherein the content information is operated according 
to license information obtained by combining the first license information and the second license 
information and the storage unit is configured to store the license information obtained by 
combining the first license information and the second license information (see paragraph [0117] 
& [0119]). 

Referring to claim 4, Inoue discloses the apparatus wherein, when the second license 
information is determined to be of the add attribute, the license processing unit is configured to 
add a part or all of the second license information to the first license information (see paragraphs 
[0117] & [0119]). 

Claims 6-8, 11, and 12-14 are rejected on the same rationale as claim 4 above. 
Claim 9 is rejected on the same rationale as claim 1 above. 

Referring to claim 16, Inoue discloses the apparatus wherein the first license information 
and the second license information have the same data structure, and include the same plurality 
of types of information (see fig. 4). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

12. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Inoue as applied to 
claim 1 above. 

Referring to claim 3, Inoue discloses overwriting license information (see paragraph 
[001 17]). As for overwriting the first license information with the second license information 
this is considered nonfunctional descriptive material. The overwriting step would be performed 
the same regardless of the data. Thus, this descriptive material will not distinguish the claimed 
invention from the prior art in terms of patentability, see In re Gulack, 703 F.2d 1381, 1385, 217 
USPQ 401, 404 (Fed. Cir. 1983); In re Lowry, 32F.3d 1579, 32 USPQ2d 1031 (Fed. Cir. 1994). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to overwrite information with any type of content because of the subjective 
interpretation of the data does not patentably distinguish the claimed invention. 

13. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Inoue as applied to 
claim 1 above, and further in view of US Patent No. 7127431 to Kambayashi et al. 
("Kambayashi"). 

Inoue discloses the apparatus wherein, when the second license information is determined 
to be the add attribute, the license processing unit is configured to add a part or all of the second 
license information to the first license information (see paragraphs [01 17] & [0119]). Inoue does 
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not expressly disclose wherein, by use of key information unique to said information processing 
apparatus, and electronic signature is appended to the license information obtained by combining 
the first license information and the second license information by the license processing unit. 
Kambayashi discloses adding digital signatures to license information (see Fig. 1 & associated 
text). At the time the invention was made it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to modify the license information of Inoue to include digital signatures because the simple 
substitution of known element for another producing a predictable result renders the claim 
obvious. 

Conclusion 

14. As per claim 1, the wherein clause merely expresses an intended results; therefore, it does 
not limit the claim and is not given patentable weight (see MPEP 21 1 1.04). 

15. As per claims 3, 4, 6-8, although the conditional elements have been considered, 
Applicant is reminded that optional or conditional elements do not narrow the claims because 
they can always be omitted. See MPEP §2106 II. C: "Language that suggests or makes optional 
but does not require steps to be performed or does not limit a claim to a particular structure does 
not limit the scope of a claim or claim limitation. [Emphasis in original.]" 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jalatee Worjloh whose telephone number is 571-272-6714. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 10:00 - 6:30. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Calvin Hewitt II can be reached on 571-272-6709. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300 for regular 
communications and 571-273-6714 for Non-Official /Draft. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Jalatee Worjloh/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3685 



